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The first observation of τ lepton pair production in ultraperipheral nucleus-nucleus collisions,
a pure quantum electrodynamics (QED) process, is presented. The measurement is based
on a data sample collected by the CMS experiment at a per nucleon center-of-mass energy
of 5.02 TeV, and corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 404 µb−1. The γγ → τ+τ−

production is observed with a statistical significance of at least five standard deviations for
τ+τ− events with a muon and three charged hadrons in the final state. The cross section
is measured in a fiducial phase space region, and is found to be σ(γγ → τ+τ−) = 4.8 ±
0.6 (stat)±0.5 (syst) µb, in agreement with leading-order QED predictions. The measurement,
based on a small fraction of the expected integrated luminosity of the LHC nuclear program,
establishes the potential for a substantially more precise determination of the anomalous
magnetic moment of the τ lepton, which is currently poorly constrained.

Ultraperipheral collisions (UPC) of nuclei where the impact parameter is greater than the
sum of their radius provide an extremely clean environment to study various photon-induced
processes 1. Lead-lead (PbPb) UPC receive an enhancement of Z4 (where Z = 82) in the
cross section of two-photon production processes relative to proton-proton collisions. Recent
theoretical studies 2,3 proposed that the production cross section and kinematics of τ lepton
pairs produced in PbPb UPC can be exploited in a novel way. Specifically, the electromagnetic
couplings of the τ lepton, e.g., its anomalous magnetic moment aτ = (g − 2)τ/2, can be probed
for the first time at LHC, hence allowing fundamental tests of quantum electrodynamics (QED)
and probing beyond the standard model physics 4.

Here, we present the first observation of a pair of τ leptons in PbPb collisions, PbPb (γγ)→
Pb(∗)Pb(∗) τ+τ− (hereafter referred to as γγ → τ+τ−). The analysis is based on a data sample
collected by the CMS experiment 5 in 2015 at a per nucleon center-of-mass energy

√
sNN =

5.02 TeV, and corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 404µb−1. As shown schematically
in Fig. 1, the τ leptons are reconstructed using the final state of one muon and three charged
hadrons (“prongs”) assumed to be pions (π) over a fiducial phase space, defined by the transverse
momentum (pT) and pseudorapidity (η) of each particle, in order to maximize the signal purity
and the detector acceptance and efficiency.

Events are selected in real time by requiring a single muon with no transverse momentum
(pT) threshold requirement, at least one pixel track 6, and a minimum amount of event activity
above the noise threshold in the forward hadron (HF) calorimeter. To ensure that events are
UPC and further suppress other backgrounds, the energy deposit in the leading tower of HF is
required to be below 4 GeV.

In the signal phase space region, one muon and exactly three charged tracks are required.
The muon pseudorapidity (η) is required to be |η| < 2.4, and its pT > 3.5 GeV for |η| < 1.2 and
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Figure 1 – Leading-order QED diagram (and charge conjugate) for the photoproduction of a pair of τ leptons
γγ → τ+τ− in PbPb UPC. The presence of γττ vertices gives sensitivity to the anomalous electromagnetic
couplings of the τ lepton. A possible deviation of the anomalous magnetic moment δaτ is illustrated in each
vertex. The τ leptons are reconstructed in the final state involving one muon (µ) and three charged particles
assumed as pions (π), while neutrinos (ν) escape undetected. A potential electromagnetic excitation of the
outgoing Pb ions is denoted by (∗). 7

Table 1: The definition of the fiducial phase space region for the σ(γγ → τ+τ−) measurement 7.

For the µ pT > 3.5 GeV for |η| < 1.2
pT > 2.5 GeV for 1.2 < |η| < 2.4

For the pions pleadingT > 0.5 GeV & pT > 0.3 GeV for the (sub-)subleading

|η| < 2.5

For the τ3prong pvisT > 2 GeV and 0.2 < mvis
τ < 1.5 GeV

pT > 2.5 GeV for |η| ≥ 1.2. The three tracks identified as charged hadrons (pions) and forming
the “τ3prong” lepton candidate 8 are required to be within the tracker acceptance (|η| < 2.5), and
to have a common vertex to be within 2.5 mm of the primary vertex in the z direction. The pT
must be greater than 0.5 and 0.3 GeV for the leading- and subleading-pT pions, respectively. The
selected tracks are also required to be labeled as “high-purity” 9 tracks. The τ3prong candidate
is then required to be of opposite charge relative to the selected τµ candidate, and to have
pvisT >2 GeV, where pvisT is the vector sum −→pT of the three pions. Additionally, the invariant
mass of the τ3prong candidate is required to be between 0.2 and 1.5 GeV. The event selection is
summarized in Table 1.

The signal is modeled with a dedicated γγ → τ+τ− Monte Carlo (MC) sample 2 gener-
ated with MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO(v2.6.5) 10, where PYTHIA8 (v2.1.2) 11 is used for the
hadronization and decay, and GEANT4 12 is used to model the detector effects, including res-
olution, tracking, and trigger efficiencies which are also corrected for by comparing with data.
The signal distributions are normalized to match the QED prediction of Ref. 2. The background
is estimated in a data-driven approach using control regions of the phase space with higher num-
ber of charged hadron tracks per event or higher energy deposit in HF. Comparing the observed
data with the signal simulation and data-driven background we observe good agreement.
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Figure 2 – Left: Transverse momentum of the muon originating from the τµ candidate. Middle: Invariant mass
of the three pions forming the τ3prong candidate. Right: ττ invariant mass. In all plots, the signal component
(magenta histogram) is stacked on top of the background component (green histogram), considering their initial
normalization as described in the text. The total is displayed by a blue line and the shaded area shows the
statistical uncertainty. The data are represented with black points and the uncertainty is statistical only. The
lower panels show the ratios of data to the signal plus background prediction, and the shaded bands represent
the statistical uncertainty. 7

The signal is extracted using a binned maximum likelihood fit of signal and background
components. The fit is performed on the binned distribution of the difference in azimuthal
opening angle between the τµ and τ3prong candidates, ∆φ(τµ, τ3prong). The signal distribution is
derived from simulation, while that of the background is obtained from a data-driven method 7.
The prefit number of signal events is scaled to match the QED prediction of Ref. 2. Systematic
uncertainties may affect both the normalization and the shape of the ∆φ(τµ, τ3prong) distribu-
tions. These uncertainties, in addition to the bin-by-bin variations of the signal and background
templates, are represented by nuisance parameters in the fit. The negative of the log likelihood
is minimized by varying the nuisance parameters according to their uncertainties and by scaling
the signal by a multiplicative factor µ.

The systematic uncertainty on the measured cross section coming from a 10% 13 variation of
the HF energy scale is found to be 0.9%, entirely dominated by the uncertainty in the background
shape. As the background shape depends on the high nch parameter as well, an additional
uncertainty of 0.2% on the cross section measurement is evaluated by setting this parameter to
5, 6, 7, and 8 and evaluate the maximum variation with respect to the baseline. The uncertainty
in the τ lepton branching fraction measurements accounts for 0.6% 14. The uncertainty in the
muon reconstruction SFs, including the trigger response, identification and tracking efficiency,
has an impact of 6.7%. The uncertainty in the pion tracking SF results in an uncertainty of 3.6%.
The uncertainty in the integrated luminosity amounts to 5.0%15 and affects the normalization
of the signal process that is based on simulation. Finally, uncertainties are included from the
finite MC sample size that changes the efficiency by 1.1%, when calculated from the weighted
binomial uncertainty, and by 3%, when allowing for bin-by-bin statistical variations of the MC
distribution shape. Summing these uncertainties in quadrature, while taking into account their
correlation, a total systematic uncertainty of 9.7% is found.

The best fit value of the signal strength is given by the minimization of the negative log
likelihood, and corresponds to µ = 0.99+0.16

−0.14 with N ττ
sig = 77 ± 12 signal events in the integral

of the postfit signal component. The fit result is shown in Fig. 3, where the signal template is
represented by the magenta histogram, the background by the green histogram, and the data
by the black points. The contributions are stacked with their total uncertainty represented
by the blue hatched area. The fiducial cross section is found to be σ(γγ → τ+τ−) = 4.8 ±
0.6 (stat)± 0.5 (syst) µb. The result, summarized in Fig. 4, is compared to leading-order QED
predictions 2,3. The significance we obtain from the fit is greater than 5 standard deviations.

We use variations of the total σ(γγ → τ+τ−) to place model-dependent2, first limits on aτ at
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Figure 3 – Difference in azimuthal opening angle between the τµ and τ3prong candidates. The data are represented
by the points with the vertical bars showing the statistical uncertainties. The signal (background) contribution
is given by the magenta (green) histogram, after the application of the fit procedure. The total is displayed by a
blue line and the shaded area shows the total uncertainty. The lower panel shows the ratio of data to the signal
plus background prediction, and the shaded band represents the total uncertainty. 7
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Figure 4 – The fiducial cross section, σ(γγ → τ+τ−), measured at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV7. The theoretical predictions

are computed with leading-order accuracy in QED and represented by the light 2 and dark 3 gray bands.



the LHC. These limits are (−8.8 < aτ < 5.6)×10−2 at 68% confidence level and can be compared
with the current best measurement from the DELPHI Collaboration16 of aτ = (−1.8±1.7)×10−2.
A comparison of this measurement to the current world’s best and a projection to the expected
integrated luminosity for Runs 3 and 4 of the LHC is shown in Fig. 5
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Figure 5 – Comparison of the constraints on aτ at 68% confidence level from this analysis 7 and the DELPHI
experiment at LEP 16. The projection to the integrated PbPb luminosity expected from Runs 3 and 4 of the LHC
nuclear program is included as well. For the latter, we foresee a <4 (<2) % systematic (statistical) uncertainty
with the improvements originating from lepton and tracking reconstruction, and the knowledge of the luminosity.

In summary, the first observation of τ lepton pair production in ultraperipheral nucleus-
nucleus collisions is reported. Events with the final state of one muon and three charged particles
identified as pions are reconstructed from a lead-lead data sample collected by the CMS exper-
iment at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in 2015, and corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 404µb−1.

The statistical significance of the signal relative to the background-only expectation is above
five standard deviations. The cross section for the γγ → τ+τ− process, within a fiducial phase
space region, is 4.8 ± 0.6 (stat) ± 0.5 (syst) µb, in agreement with predictions from quantum
electrodynamics at leading-order accuracy. This measurement introduces a novel experimental
strategy using heavy ion collisions already recorded by the LHC, which is expected, with the
incorporation of additional data, to surpass the precision on the τ magnetic moment attained
previously at lepton-lepton colliders. Using the measured cross section and its corresponding
uncertainties, we estimate a first limit of (−8.8 < aτ < 5.6)× 10−2 with 68% confidence level at
the LHC.
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